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OPINION 2330 (Case 3385) 


Termes serratus Froggatt, 1898 (currently Microcerotermes serratus) 
and Termes serrula Desneux, 1904 (currently Microcerotermes 
serrula) (Insecta, Isoptera, TERMITINAE): specific names conserved 


Abstract. The Commission has conserved the names Termes serratus Froggatt, 1898 
(currently Microcerotermes serratus) and Termes serrula Desneux, 1904 (currently 
Microcerotermes serrula) (Isoptera, TERMITINAE) for two species of termite. 


Keywords. Nomenclature; taxonomy; Isoptera; TERMITIDAE; TERMITINAE; Microcero- 
termes serratus; Microcerotermes serrula; termites; Southeast Asia; Australia. 


Ruling 
(1) Under the plenary power the Commission: 

(a) has suppressed the specific name serratus Haviland, 1898, as published in 
the binomen Termes serratus, and all uses of the name Termes serratus 
before Froggatt, 1898 for the purposes of both the Principle of Priority 
and the Principle of Homonymy; 

(b) has ruled that the specific name serrula Desneux, 1904, as published in the 
binomen Termes serrula, was not invalid by reason of being an unjustified 
replacement for the name Termes serratus Haviland, 1898. 

(2) The following names are hereby placed on the Official List of Specific Names 
in Zoology: 

(a) serratus Froggatt, 1898, as published in the binomen Termes serratus; 

(b) serrula Desneux, 1904, as published in the binomen Termes serrula (not 
invalid by reason of being an unjustified replacement for the name Termes 
serratus Haviland, 1898, as ruled in (1)(b) above). 

(3) the name serratus Haviland, 1898, as published in the binomen Termes serratus 
and as suppressed in (1)(a) above, is hereby placed on the Official Index of 

Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology. 


History of Case 3385 


An application to conserve the specific names Termes serratus Froggatt, 1898 
(currently Microcerotermes serratus) and Termes serrula Desneux, 1904 (currently 
Microcerotermes serrula) (Isoptera, TERMITINAE),both currently in use for well-known 
and common termite species in Southeast Asia and Australia respectively was 
received from David T. Jones (Department of Life Sciences, Natural History Museum, 
London, U.K.) on 26 June 2006. After correspondence the case was published in BZN 
64: 83-86 (June 2007). The title, abstract and keywords of the case were published on 
the Commission’s website. The Case was originally sent for vote on 1 December 2008. 
A majority of Commissioners voted FOR the Case (10 For, 9 Against), but it failed 
to meet the two-thirds majority required for approval. Comments on this case were 
published in BZN 64(3): 185-187; 65(1): 47-49, 65(2): 132-134, 134-136; and after 
the first voting round in 66(4): 342-348; 68(3): 205-206. In accordance with the 
bylaws, the case was sent for a revote. 
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Decision of the Commission 


On 1 September 2013 the members of the Commission were invited to vote again on 
the proposals published in BZN 64: 84-85. At the close of the voting period on 1 
December 2013 the votes were as follows: 


Affirmative votes — 18: Ballerio, Bouchet, Brothers, Fautin, Grygier, Halliday, 
Harvey, Krell, Minelli, Ng, Pape, Patterson, Rosenberg, van Tol, Winston, 
Yanega, Zhang and Zhou. 

Negative votes — 6: Alonso-Zarazaga, Bogutskaya, Kojima, Lamas, Lim and Stys. 
Kottelat, Kullander and Pyle were on leave of absence. 


In the first round of voting the Commissioners commented as follows: 


Voting FOR, Krell said that the transfer of a widely used species name from one 
common species to another was highly confusing, probably the most confusing act 
imaginable in nomenclature, so should be avoided at any reasonable cost. Ng, voting 
AGAINST, explained that he would do so until the applicants could make a more 
convincing case. He sympathised with the proposals, but it had to be shown that the 
species was of substantial economic or commercial importance, and had been the 
subject of a large number of technical papers from other fields. All this was apparent 
from the original application, while the number of papers cited to justify the plenary 
actions required was relatively low. Brothers also voted AGAINST, saying that 
although the potential for some confusion was recognised, this was unlikely to be 
widespread or significant in a broader context, so he did not consider the case to be 
convincing. Voting AGAINST, Alonso-Zarazaga explained that he considered that the 
action taken by Roisin & Pasteels (2000) of following the Principle of Priority was fully 
justified, and that both species involved were of minor importance and their names 
infrequently used. He added that some authors continued to use names that had been 
shown to be invalid by other authors without any justifying explanation which was 
another example of zoologists not conforming to rules, and was one of the sources of 
instability. Nomenclatural inaccuracies in regional faunas were mainly of local interest 
and they were not a reason to overturn the Principle of Priority, which was universal. 


In the second round, Kojima, voting AGAINST, stated that it sounded strange to 
him that biologists working on termites were unaware for nearly ten years of Roisin 
& Pasteels’s (2000) correct nomenclatural action and some were still unaware today. 
He had also not heard that these two particular species were serious pest termites, or 
of any pesticides that had been designed specifically for them. If biologists working 
on termites had been aware of Roisin & Pasteels’s (2000) work, and had accepted it, 
these nomenclatural problems would not have occurred. 


Original references 


The following are the original references to the name placed on Official Lists and 
Indexes by the ruling given in the present Opinion: 


serratus, Termes, Froggatt, 1898, Proceedings of the Linnean Society of New South Wales, 22: 
TST. 

serratus, Termes, Haviland, 1898, Journal of the Linnean Society of London, Zoology, 26: 403. 

serrula, Termes, Desneux, 1904, Isoptera. Family Termitidae in: Genera Insectorum. Wytsman, 
Brussels, Fasc. 25, p. 45. 


